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24 June 1969

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

Morning Meeting of 24 June 1969

Acting Director was in the chair, the Director having departed
for Europe this morning.

DD/I noted that the NSC will meet at 10 a. m. tomorrow morning
to consider the SALT paper and observed that General Cushman may
be asked to brief on ''verification. "

Godfrey pointed to an attack on Muong Soui involving probably
three North Vietnamese battalions. He observed that the attack is
unusual in that it is taking place in the rainy season and may indicate
a serious attempt to take the area.

D/ONE related that Howard Brown, the AEC USIB representative,
had called to say that he would like to discuss certain aspects of
NIE 11-2, Soviet Nuclear Programs, with other quarters in the AEC
prior to the USIB meeting. Consequently, D/ONE observed that this
major item may not be on the USIB agenda for next Thursday.

D/ONE noted that he has assembled copies of the Memorandum
to Holders of NIE 11-8 for delivery to PFIAB members. Bross com-
mented that General Maxwell Taylor had expressed an interest in
obtaining this Memorandum and said that, in his view, it was a
reasonable request in light of the President's having tasked the Board
to assess the threat. After some discussion General Cushman noted
that he will handcarry the Memorandum to the Board meeting and give
the members a brief speech on the security and accountability require-
ments connected with their handling of the Memorandum.
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X1 :lmentioned that he spent forty-five minutes with PFIAB
yesterday on the Pueblo matter and noted that the Board was most
interested in what remedial action can be taken to prevent a similar
situation from occurring in the future.

pX1

Carver called attention to Murrey Marder's story in today's
Washington Post and noted some surprise at Le Duc Tho's critical
comments about the President.

Carver summarized his briefing before PFIAB yesterday.

*Maury noted that he did not accompany the Director yesterday for
his appearance before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee but that
he gained some insight by being present in Carl Marcy's office at the
time of the briefing. He mentioned that some follow-up action is re-
quired and that the DD/S&T and Bruce Clarke are at work on these items.
He summarized the President's directive to the Director on future
ground rules with respect to our relationships with the Hill. Executive
Director asked Maury to commit these ground rules to writing and to
circulate them to the appropriate offices. A transcript of the hearing
is now in hand, and Maury noted that all references to the Director's
testimony will be deleted. The Director has advised that we make
appropriate efforts to sanitize those portions of Secretary Laird's
testimony which may be unusually sensitive. DD/I stated that he will
contact Mr. Baroody to determine what deadline has been assigned for
the release of Secretary Laird's testimony. Maury mentioned that he
was able to observe the flow of information from the hearing room to
Mr. Finney.

Maury noted receipt of a call from Congressman Hastings Keith
requesting a briefing on the SS-9. Upon being turned down, he asked
for a briefing on the Soviet leadership. DD/I commented that Bill

b X 1 is in the best position to identify useful material.

Executive Director noted that, while our quota may be filled,
there are vacancies in the Federal Executive Institute's seminar
which commences on 16 July. He asked each Executive Committee
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member to forward to the Director of Training the names of any
candidates for this eight-week course. DD/S noted that the Director
of Training is reviewing names previously submitted.

Executive Director reported that the DOD takeover of the RDC
program now appears to look a little better and advised that Bob
Michaels and Bill Woodruff are reviewing the situation with us and
DOD in order that some appropriate language can be introduced into
the record to make it clear that it is the sentiment of Congress to
effect the transfer as scheduled.

#Executive Director asked each Executive Committee member to
consider now procedures which can be set into motion to facilitate
briefing the Director upon his return(on or about 9 July). After some
discussion it was decided that cabled items destined for the Director's
information in Europe should be in General Cushman's office for
review by 4 p.m. each working day. Executive Director observed that
hopefully such items will be few and restricted to matters of major
importance. With respect to papers, memoranda, etc., which should
be reviewed by the Director upon his return, it was observed that
events often overtake what seems to warrant the Director's attention.
Therefore each Executive Committee member was asked to save such
items which appear to deserve the Director's attention and to forward
them to General Cushman or the Executive Director's office as appro-
priate shortly before the Director's return.

Acting Director called attention to the deteriorating situation in
the Sudan. Godfrey commented that the political dynamics are con-
fused and that the principals are a mixture of pro-Egyptians and
known Communists. Godfrey added that they will begin to publish
as soon as they can get this sorted out,

noted receipt of a call from NBC television indicating
that they are doing a program on Negro Federal employees. The
caller asked whether our racial mix has been influenced by our move
to Virginia. Executive Director commented that we have detected no
change in the mix of our employees or attendant recruitment patterns.
(Following the meeting the Executive Director provided with
additional guidance on the matter. )

I.. K. White
*Extracted and sent to action officer
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Spurns Voting

Compromise

By Murrey Marder
‘Washington Post Staff Writer

* PARIS, June 24—North Vietnam’s chief strategist in

Paris rejects in advance any compromise with the Saigon

regime for using a mixed commission of Communists

and non-Communists to organize a special election to
decide South Vietnam’s political fate.

Opposition to any form of compromise involving the

present government in Saigon

—on which the Nixon Admin-

istration has pinned its hopes

for a diplomatic settlement of

the war—was expressed yester-
day by Hanoi Politburo mem-
ber Le Duc Tho.

In an interview with The
Washington Post, Tho equally
ruled out any form of inter-
national supervision or partici-
pation in an election test in
South Vietnam. He similarly
brushed aside any prospect for
formal or tacit agreement to
reduce the level of fighting so
long as the Nixon Administra-
tion tries “to proceed from a
position of strength” to end
the war.

The harshest language was
aimed at President Nixon per-}
sonally,

Mr. Nixon’s “personality”

and his deeds since he has
been in office, said Tho, have
revealed a “warlike nature”
that has produced a policy re-
flecting “the most warlike
| military circles in the United
| States.”
] Tho said that in the five
months since President Nixon
has been in office he has en-
gaged in “futile . . . maneuv-
ers” that “can be compared to
building castles in the air.”

Now time is running out on
the President, said Tho.

“Mr. Nixon finds himself in
a vicious circle. He wants to
withdraw U.S. forces from
South Vietnam but he fears
that the puppet army and the
puppet administration will
collapse. But if Mr. Nixon is
determined to pursue the war,
U.S. casualties wil] increase. ..

“The intention of Mr. Nixon
is to stay in Vietnam in order
to build up the puppet army
and administration that will
permit the prolongation of the
war. But I think that time is
not on the side of Mr. Nixon.

“Now ... what has Mr.
Nixon been able to achieve in
his last five months at the con-
ference table? We may say
that he has achieved nothing.”

The essence of The’s.attack
has been reverberating fot

See TALKS, Al4, Col. 1
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But what Tho added was a
highly personal attack from the
leading Communist policymaker
on this scene, who is one of the
highest-ranking colleagues of
North Vietnamese President
Ho Chi Minh and a veteran
revolutionary whose words
carry special weight in Hanoi.

Tho's apparent objective
was to maximize the pressures
of American. dissent and war
frustration mounting on the
Nixon Administration, to put
pressure on Washington to
accept the Vietcong-North
Vietnam. ten-point plan for
ending the war—most especial-
ly, to abandon the present
South Vietramese regime.

The thrust of Tho's remarks
was intended to show no ray
of hope; no way around yield-
ing to the demands of the
Communist side.

His comments appeared to
support the prevailing allied
strategy assessment that the
Communist side is determined,
at least in the next few weeks
of these talks, to show a total-
1y uncompromising posture in
order to stimulate more Amer-
ican and international de-
mands on the Nixon Adminis-
tration for a change of policy.
The question among allied
strategists is whether, after a
time, the Communist side will
shift to a more flexible nego-
tiating stand if U.S. policy re-
mains unchanged.

Others Expound Theme

Normally, Tho rarely speaks
in public here, but now offi-
cials on the Communist side
of the negotiations have
joined in expounding a similar
theme. Tho’s official title is
“special adviser” to North Vi-
etnamese delegation chief
Xuan Thuy. But the white-
haired Tho, a man of dignity
and evident power, is recog-
nized as the dominant strate-
gist . facing U.S. Ambassador
Henry Cabot Lodge, as he did
Lodge’s predecessor, W. Aver-
ell, Harriman, who was much
jmpressed with him as an ad-
versary.

Tho indirectly confirmed, in
a recent remark when he re-
ferred to a discussion with
Lodge, that he has talked with
Lodge privately, at least once.
In the interview, however,
when asked if he saw any
prospect for surmouting the
negotiating barriers here by
further private talks with
Lodge, Tho said:

“We think that private meet-
ings do not constitute a deci-
sive factor in settling the
problem. If the U.S. is not se-
rious and has no good will,
whatever private meetings
there have been and how
many private meetings there
may be, they cannot settle the
problem.”

Tho also said:

“In the previous month, Mr.
Nixon spread rumors to the ef-
fect that there were many se-
cret meetings betWweem us and
the United States Administra-
tion and that a settlement was
about to be reachéd, But the
truthsis not so.

the 19th of June,” Tho]
“Mr. Nixon also-hinfed]
pcttlement between two
~Zee months. His intention
created hope among the
vican people, But the fact
‘no progress at all has

e in the meetings. In

o /15 are very far

believe that the time has come
for a discussion of substance
and we hope within the next
two to three months to see
some progress in substantive
discussions.”)

Tho, speaking in Vietnam-
ese at his delegation head-
quarters here in suburban
Choisy-le-Roi, with a North Vi-
etnamese interpreter translat-
ing his words into English,
developed the theme that all
responsibility for the impasse
in these talks rests squarely
on Preisent Nixon.

“The personality of Mr.
Nixon,” said Tho, speaking
partially from written notes, is
especially important because
“the President of the United
States is in a position to make
decisions on war without hav-
ing the consent of the Senate
and the House of Representa-
tives.”

That reference was one of
many scattered through Tho’s
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internal affair of the South
Vietnamese people. There can

p
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it has any troops in the South,
Tho did not respond directly

can be no international super-|to the issue. He said:

vision under whatever form to
supervise these elections be-
cause such supervision would
constitute interference in the
internal affairs of the South
Vietnamese people and such
supervision would not respect

self-determination of the rights

of the South Vietnamese peo-

ple.”

In his indictment of Nixon
Administration policy, Tho
singled out, as formal Com-
munist statements here have
done, President Nixon’s
speech at the Air Force Acad-
emy at Colorado Springs, on
June 4. In the speech, Mr.
Nixon firmly defended the ne-
cessity of American military
strength to preserve global

stability and assailed critics of

U.S. military power,
“This statement of Mr.
Nixon,” Tho charged, “has re-

comments that appeared to be
acutely and adroitly aimed at|
appealing to the sensitivities
of Mr. Nixon’s war critics.

The most important new
element in Tho’s comments’
was his seeming off-handed re-
jection of the most sensi-
tive objective in the Nixon
Administration’s attempts to
nudge the Saigon govern-
ment into negotiating range of
the Vietcong.

This is the potential offer
by the Saigon regime of a
new form of “political settle-
ment” which was referred to
on June 19 by President Nix-
on—reportedly to Saigon’s
high irritation because Mr.
Nixon publicly anticipated its
action. This offer cenfers on
the so-called mixed-commis-
sion approach to an election
as an alternative to the Com-
munist demand for outright
replacement of the Saigon re-
gime by a provisional coali-
tion government, which would
then conduct its own election
for an entirely new govern-
ment system.

Denied by Saigon

The Saigon government to-
day denied reports that such
a plan, to allow Communist
membership on an election
board, is even in the offing.

There have been growing
doubts that the Communists
will participate in an election
that the Saigon government
helps to organize. Those
doubts have increased consid-
erably since the Vietcong an-
nounced earlier this month
that they have formed a pro-
visional revolutionary govern-
ment as an outright “legal”
challenger to the Saigon re-
gime.

Tho virtually brushed the
whole question aside. There is
no room whatever for such an
approach, he said, in view of
the ten-point political program
of the National Liberation
Front, or Vietcong. That pro-
gram ‘is now the program of
the new NLF government, as
well as the program of North
Vietnam.

“Ag I have pointed out,” he
said, “in the ten-point overall

\ neral electi re

can organize fair
tic elections.”

Jof

vealed the warlike nature of
Mr. Nixon” and shows “that
Mr. Nixon is still pursuing a
policy of positions-of-strength
on all problems of the world
... these words by Mr. Nixon
have been embodied in his

ference table.”

Tho said that “the U.S. has
been continuing to exert maxi-
mum military pressure on the
battlefield. The amount of
bombs and ammunition it
used during the last five
months can be said to have
exceeded the bombs and am-
munition used in every other
period since the beginning of
the war...”

Claims NLF Strong

Vietnam” on Nov. 1 “to Janu-

ty, and that is why the U.S.

ity. .
“But the reality,” he con-
tinued, “is that NLF forces

fied attacks of the US....”

Tho claimed that there have
been more “counter-attacks”
than the allied forces have ad-
mitted.

statements about this, threat-
But after his threats were re

their counterattacks

ing quiet . . .

about these

Mr. Nixon’s intention is ¢

oh recent statements by Harri

hgement’  last

y.. in Paris—Cyrus
ce, believed - that whrp

% fof :

elon the question of internati

ny electio!

E
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policy in Vietnam, on the bat-
tlefield as well as at the con-

ary, 1969, the U.S. was of the
opinion that the NLF forces
on the battlefield have been
weakened and that the NLF
forces have not been in a po-
sition to carry on their activi-

has intensified its own activ-

have not weakened in any
way. In February, the Front
intensified the war Jjust to
give an answer to the intensi-

He said, “In the month of|
February when we counter-|
attacked the enemy power-
fully, Mr. Nixon made noisy

ening the resumption of the
bombing of North Vietnam.|drawal of what he called the

conceal the truth.” .
'¥Tho was asked for comment®despite what he claims 5 be

man that the Communist side{

was prepared for a  “disen-f|United States.an
November.#inam, his de

arviman said he and his thexz y lega

£

forthern. provinces of
uth Vietnam this z;epresen-tecﬂ

“As to the comment made
by Mr. Harriman, I think
every person has a right to
give his own comment and I
have no remarks on Mr. Harri-
man’s comment.”

Tho, tracing his version of]
the history of the Vietnamese
war, said the U.S. is now en-
gaged in duplicating its “fail-
ures” of the last 15 years.

The U.S. was defeated in]}
the “special war” it conducted }
before introducing its own|
massive forces into South Viet-
nam, said Tho.

Now, he added, “after four
years of local war, which
failed, the United States wants
to withdraw gradually and
build up the puppet army and
administration to shoulder the
main responsibility of the war]
while the U.S. stands aside,
commanding and aiding the|
puppet army and administra
tion to carry on the war. In|
other words, the United States|
wants to revert to the special
war as before.”

Sees Effort Doomed

But this is also doomed,
said Tho. “The U.S. has start-
ed to try this,” he added. “This
can be seen at the Dakto bat-
tlefield, Xuanloc and Bien-
hoa. As can be seen from these
cases, the U.S. has let the pup-
pet forces [be] directly de-
feated and the U.S. had to
come as reinforcement and
saving forces . . .

“We can say that this was
the first step of de-American-
ization or ‘Vietnamization’ of
the war, and that this first
step of the maneuver has

He said that “from the ces-|fajled . . .”
sation of the bombing of North

Tho was asked to comment
on the recent proposal by for-
mer Defense Secretary Clark
M. Clifford for a withdrawal
this year of “about 100,000”
U.S. troops as part of a gen-
eral pullout of all American
combat forces by the end of
1970.”

He replied that “if Mr. Clif-
[ford desires to withdraw U.S.
troops more rapidly than Mr.
Nixon from South Vietnam
then I realize that there is to
some extent a positive aspect
in his statement. But there is
a very important point; that
is that Mr. Clifford still wants
to maintain in South Vietnam
the U.S. Air Force and logistic
troops to help the puppet
‘troops to de-Americanize the
war. This is the wrong point
'in his position.”

An equally “wrong point” in
-|Clifford’s position, said Tho,
is that “only after the with-

-North Vietnamese forces from

vealed [to be] in v ain, now|South Vietnam will the U.S.
that our people are increasing withdraw all its forces . . . As
against|for us, we demand the U.S.
the enemy, Mr. Nixon is keep-|troops and the troops of its
and a number allies be rapidly withdrawn
of papers under the inﬂuence}from South Vietnam without
of Mr. Nixon have not spoken any conditions being imposed.”
counterattacks. 3
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a ‘total lack of movemeat in
these talks on the part of fthe

esire to break them off.
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CAIRD NARROWS
SCOPEORWARNIG
ON SOVIET THREAT

Tells Senators First-Strike
Missile Is Designed Only
to Counter Minuteman

C.LA. HEAD AT HEARING

Secretary’s Stand Seen by}
~ Fulbright and Gore as Aid |
in'Blocking Safeguards

‘By JOHN W. FINNEY
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, June 23 —
Under critical - cross-examin-
ation by the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee, Defense
Secretary Melvin R. Laird re-|
treated today from his state-
ment that the Soviet Union was

~seeking a missile first-strike
capability, against the United
States.
Testifying three months ago|
. _before the committee, Mr. Laird
stated that the Soviet Union
was “going for a- first-strike
capability — there is no ques-
tion about that.”

Recalled béfore the commit-
tee at a closed hearing today,
he offered a new definition of
Soviet intentions that was much
narrower than his earlier sug-
gestion that the Soviet Union
was seeking to knock out the
retaliatory capability of the
United States.

In a prolonged argument with
committee members that often
invelved ‘semantics, Secretary

. Laird finally took the position

7 that all he was suggesting was
that the Soviet Union was de-
veloping a “first strike weap-
on” with its SS5-9 intercontin-
ental missile. This weapon, in.
turn, he acknowledged, was
aimed at only one portion of
the United States retaliatory
force, the Minuteman Missile.

See Semantic Victory

Senator J. W. Fulbright, thej
committee chairman, and Sena-
tor Albert Gore, chairman of
the disarmament subcommittee,
immediately seized upon the|
Laird modification as at least
a semantic victory in their bat-
tle to block deployment of the

 Administration’s Safeguard
missile defense system.

From the start of the anti-
ballistic missile debate, Sena-
tor Gore observed, a key issue
has been whether the Safe-
huard system was necessary to
preserve the integrity of the
American nuclear deterrent.

"If the Soviet Union was in
tent on knocking out the
American deterrent, as sug‘H
gested in the earlier Lard}

T “first strike” statement, they
“\Te; 'mbempcrat said, then
tification could be made

tinued on Page 16, Column 8 |
antinued on Page 10, ey g
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Laird Narrows Scope of Warning on Missiles

Continued From Page 1, Col. 1

for the Safeguard- system. But
if the Soviet Union is develop-
ing only a capability to strike
at just one part of the deter-
rent force, he said, ‘“then the
whole justification is pulled out|
— like Samson pulled out the
pillars of the temple.”
‘Most Difficult Session’ )
Mr. Laird testified for nearly| i
five hours before the committee
in what Senator Fulbright, an
Arkansas Democrat, wes to de-
scribe as “the most difficult
session” in his 25 years in Con-
gress. The purpose of the closed
door confrontation was to re-
solve whether there were dif-
ferences between the intelli-
gence community and the Pen-| B
tagon over the Soviet missile associated Press
threat. Richard Helms, left, Director of the C.LA., and Secretary
In an unusual move, Secre-| of Defense Melvin R. Laird at the Capitol for the Foreign
tary Laird insisted that he be| Relations Committee hearing on Soviet missile strength.
accompanied by Richard Helms,
the Director of Central Intel-lassert before the television|it was used by the Secretary
ligence, a condition reluctantly(cameras that the United States\when he told the committee
accepted by the committee. intelligence Board—the top-jon March 21 that the Sovietl
It was the first time in thellevel, interagency body that|Union was “going for a first-
memory of Central Intelligence|coordinates intelligence esti-|strike capability.”"
Agency officials that the di-/mates—had made no finding Finds It Narrower

n directl; . P
;’:ggo; ;lggcgecei%g&wbetween Ylsupporting Mr. Laird’s state| genators Gore and Fulbright
Cabinet official and a Congres-|ment that the Soviet Union was|observed that the term “first

sanal committee. The effect|seeking a first-strike capability. strike” used to mean the ability
was to silence Mr. Helms, who Disagreement Denied to llqlock out or -destroy the
is known to have reservations| .y . jater before the retaliatory capability of an op-

ird assessments of : ponent. But now, Senator Ful-
about the Lair cameras, Mr. Laird asserted thatipors"coid” Mr. Laird is offer-

|the Soviet missile threat. there was “no disagreement”|; : . t
Had Little to Say within the intelligence commu-|o o, 2 interpretation of first

A K N . w|strike that is “much narrower
Mr.  Helms, according tonity on intelligence “facts”iand more restticted than it was

i o say belabout the Soviet Union and thati ..; »
members bad ltte {0 <8y belSL e SO o orgmally
. m% afterward to reporters as terpretation” of these facts. the & atlr S r}gw efinition,
e d from the commit- While the Intelligence Baard|tn€ Senator said, was som
he emerg® may have not made any find- what confusing because the

o M N . .
te%rgoénegégrn;ri;?gdwas not|ings supporting the Laird con- ?eﬂetary offered ‘“variations
uticent ‘after a brief ap-|clusions, committee members, rom 'mmu;?blt?' minute that
50 ironcs before television cam-|when pressed by  reporters, s be o Lo But as new,
peara cetside the committee|acknowledged that the board used by Mr. leul, he said, ths)
foon %: hastened back to the|had not made any findings con- ]tqerm first strike seems to
;O(r)lg' on to hold an impromptu tradicting the Laird first-strike|1ave the t;.leAatu;)ely S;estn_cted
o sgconference at which he|assessment. meamngth at the SS-9 is a
newhasized a new Soviet mis-| The point was emphasized at|Weapon that has a capacity to
e'r{ipmreat the Pentagon by Mr. Laird, who|destroy a missile in its silo.
st :‘ollowiﬁg up a point first said the board had “never even| This interpretation seemed to
made by President Nixon at considered” whether the Ss-9‘be supported by Mr. Laird af-
his news conference last week, missile was a flrst—strl}(e we:ap-;ter the meeting. Ask_eq ‘by re-
Mr Laird said the Soviet Unionjon or whether the Soviet Union| porters for his definition of
was testfng a multiple war-{was striving for a first-strike|first strike, he said it was_the
head for its SS-0 missile that|capability. ) difference between a first-
was capable of knocking out _ “They don’t get into evalua- strike weaporn that can be
three Minuteman missiles simu- tions such as that” he ex-|used against ‘“hardened” targ-
lateously. plained. ets, such as missile silos, and
He thus opened a new in- Probably the biggest haggle|second-strike weapons that
telligence dispute with the safe- that developed between the|can be used against
guard opponents. During the|committee and Mr. Laird—one|targets, such“a_s cities. He then
hearing, according to both Sena- that consumed nearly two noted that “first-strike weap-
i tors Fﬁlbright and Gore, nolhours—was over the definition|ons can also be usg,fl as sec
evidence was presented indicat- of “first strike,” particularly as|ond strike weapons.
ing that the Soviet Union was ———
tegting independently targetable Less Sophisticated
multiple warheads known as The presumption, therefore,
MIRV’s, for multiple independ- was that the intelligence com-
ently ~ targetable  re-entry munity believed the Soviet Unio
vehicles. [was testing less sophisticate,
| multiple re-entryvehicles,known
fas MRV’s, which fall in a
fcluster and are not in-
dependently targeted.
At his Pentagonnews confer-

developed betwed
and the committee ovér
e Pentagon and the j
nce  community  disa,
lover the Soviet mjrsi Srent
'J\Se'lator viet. njrsile threat.
AR
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23 June 1969

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

Morning Meeting of 23 June 1969

Godfrey noted an excellent CS report of a Soviet diplomatic
statement to all Soviet embassies making it clear that China rather
than the United States is the Soviet Union's principal adversary. The
Director called attention to Joe Alsop's column in today's Washington
Post, "Massive Russian Buildup Along Border Indicated. "

Carver noted the cable exchange over the weekend reacting to
the Reuters story of 21 June alleging some high-level meeting in
Saigon by President Thieu and his senior advisors. Carver added
that the Embassy and Station have no confirming information that such
a meeting took place (Embassy-Saigon 12567 to State).

Maury noted the untimely death of Congressman William Bates
and pointed to the obituary in today's Washington Post reporting on
his favorable attitude toward the Agency.

Maury reported that Congressman Lipscomb feels he is not
informed on Agency problems and is seldom briefed by Bob Michaels.
Maury said that he will plan to see Congressman Lipscomb once or
twice a week. The Director thought this a good idea.

Maury mentioned that he saw Ken BeLieu on Friday and had
an opportunity to discuss with him once again our plans to approach
Senators Thurmond, Hruska, and Byrd on the Ervin bill.

DD/S&T reported that plans are under way in connection with
b X1 the annual inspection
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Executive Director briefed on his attendance at the Executive
Officers Group conference in Charlottesville, Virginia. He noted that
the conference was good and attracted a number of senior officials as
speakers. He highlighted the difficulties that lie ahead with respect
to the FY 70 and 71 budgets in terms of anticipated reductions in funds
and positions throughout the Government. He noted that there was
some mention of a projected 50 percent reduction of United States
personnel overseas. Executive Director added that Frank Sherwood,
Executive Director of the Federal Executive Institute, spoke to the
group most favorably on the competence of Agency officers attending
the Institute. Sherwood indirectly praised our in-house training pro-
gram by making the observation that top-notch Institute participants
come from agencies which have high-quality training programs.

The Director observed that the new draft Memorandum to
Holders of NIE 11-8 is now in good shape.

The Director thanked those who participated with him on Saturday
in reviewing his material for today's appearance before the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee.

The Director noted that he will be departing tomorrow for a
two-week visit in Europe and that General Cushman will be in charge.

L. K. White
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LESS THAN two weeks
ago, a Soviet-Chinese Com-
munist war was half expect-
ed to break out immediately
by certain members of the
U.S. Government’s
group. The reason was the
extraordinary. - manner of
transmission of Moscow’s
stiff note to  Peking, de-
manding talks about the dis-
puted Sino-Soviet border at
an early date.

Undoubtedly on instruc-
tions from Moscow, the So-
viet Embassy here insisted
upon presenting this docu-
ment, of no outward interest

" to the U.S., with the great-
est urgency and at a very
high level. It was all highly
reminiscent of the manner
of presentation of the Soviet
document that announced
and excused the invasion of
Czechoslovakia.

In other quarters, it has
already been accurately re-
ported that a great sea-
change has come over the
analysts’ and experts’ ideas
concerning armed conflict
between Communist China
and the Soviet Union. It was
once excluded as really im-
possible. It is now variously
rated, from a 10 per cent
possibility up to a 40 per
cent possibility—which is
pretty high!

In itself, this is a starthng
develnpment Some of the
facts that have caused the
development are equally
startling. Begin on June 1
for instance, the trans-Sibe.
rian railroad was closed to
private travellers; and there
is every reason to believe
that some sections of this
super-vital supply line are
still not open for civilian
traffic.

THAT SEEMS to mean—
it almost must mean—hur-
‘ried military movements
along. the trans-Siberian on
a really massive scale. No
measures of this scale of du-
.ration were thought to be
necessary during the earlier
period of Soviet troop
build-up on the long Chinese .
frontier.

From about 12 grdssly un-
der-strength divisions, the

Soviet forces on the frontier -

had already grown to some-

thing on the order of 28 full |

strength divisions, with the
must ample backup of corps
© and army level units having
artillery, rockets and such-
like the closure of the
trans-Siberian, may perhaps
have added another large
concentration of Soviet
forees; on frontier, perhaps
in Outer Mongolia.

There has been no compa-
rable Chinese build-up along

or Réw;

inner .

the frontier. But this is
Ineaningless, in view of Mao
Tsetung’s strategy for peo-
ple’s war, which calls for
drawing the enemy into “the
great rear areas,” there to
be destroyed by the armed
and angry people. And there
are other recent signs, on

" the Soviet side, of a most cu-

rious character.

It is known, for instance,
that all the fraternal parties
were solemnly promised
that the Soviets would not
denounce the Chinese at the
recent Moscow party meet-
ing. Yet the main feature of
that meeting was really
Leonid Brezhnev’s long, in-

" furiated tirade against Mao

and all his minions.

~ CURIOUSLY ENOUGH,
the Chinese seem to have
led the Soviets in actual bor-
der provocations. But this,
again, is in accord with the
Maoist dictum, “We must
not show the slightest timid-
ity before ‘a wild beast!” The
chances are, however, that
the <Chinese attempts to
prove their iron determina-
tion have instead strength-
ened the hands of the advo-
cates of war in thé Kremlin
and on the Soviet General
Staff.

There must be some advo-
cates of war on the Soviet
side, if only because the use-
fulness of pre-emption—of
preventive war, in fact—has
always been stressed by an
important faction of Soviet
military theorists, The real
difficulty in fact lies in the
extreme requirements of ra-
tional pre-emption in the
present case.

With their heavily supe-
rior forces, the Soviets can
of course give the Chinese a
sharp lesson along the bor-
ders; but this hardly seems
worth the inevitable interna-
tional bother. Unless they
have taken leave of their

' senses, per contra, the Sovi-

ets can hardly be thinking
of occupying the huge mass
of China as they .occupied
Czechoslovakia.

DESTROYING the
Chinese nuclear  capability
is in truth the only rational
aim of a pre-emptive attack.
But this is easier said than
done. The targets, ranging
from the plants producing
fissionable material to the
plants working on rockets,
are far more numerous than
most peoPle suppdse.

Furthermore, the most im-
portant parts of all these
plants are dug deep under-
ground, beyond the effee-

Massive Russian Buildup
Along Border Indicated

tive reach of conventional
bombs. And destroying them
with . ground forces would
require dangerously deep
penetrations into China.

It " would be easy, of
course, for the Soviets to
knock out the Chinese nu-
clear capability with nuclear
weapons, meanwhile using
their frontier divisions as a
screening force. But unless
the masters of the Kremlin
are willing to go so far, the
thing hardly makes sense.

© 1969, The Los Angeles Times Synd.




-

!

Approvewr Release zooﬂﬁ/ﬂ%"%ﬁgé’&%smom800100032 2

]
$
i3
i
&
8

p Wﬁgﬁ .

EP. WILLIAM BATES

¥
+

Rep. Wx]ham Henry Bates
(R-Mass.), a Congressman for
"~ 19 yeavs and the ranking Re-

House Armeéd Services Com-
mittee, died of stomach ¢ancer’
ycsterday at Bethesda Naval
Ho%pxtal He was 52. .

‘Rep. "Bates’, office - said “he.
7 had undergone X-ray treat-
“'ment at the hospital ‘from:
‘March 19 untxl early."bhis
“month. *+ " .

Bates was known on Capitol
""Hill as-.a Vietnam hawk,. a
", defender of the Central In-
~ telligence Agency: ‘and an ‘ad-
.. vocate' of a modefrmzed, nu-
~5. clear navy.

- In addition’to hls service onf

s the armed ‘services body, b
'was the second ranking Re—
rpubhcan House member on

Energy Committee. ',
“Born in Salem, Mass., Rep

publican member - of -the;

‘the House-Senate Atom 1c

'Bates played varsity football:
at. Brown University befox;e,

' lin World War IL

. .32-year-old lxeutenant com-
imander, statxoned in . Phxla-
[delphia. . 4

: 'On the same day, his’ father, S

" . [Rep. George J. Bates (R-Mass.),
a member of the House Dis-
trict Committee, was killed"
here along with 54 other per-
sons, - when their ainlinery
commg in to land at National
‘Airport, collided with a. mili-)
itary plane pﬂoted by a young
Bohvxan .

" On., Feb., 14, 1%0 the

, tentering the Navy and servmg«

~On Nov. 1, 1049, he was a< '

S ey B o s R ol B!

ﬁe@ at 52 A

“Espionage was not-at issue
—the ~ survwal o£ freedom
was.”

.In addition to hls bachelors
degree. from Brown, Rep.i
Bates .also earned a masters .
 degree -from the. Harva.rd'
Graduate School- of Busmess*
Ad}mmstmtmn [ Jé

‘Pr eqldent Nixon .. sent a
message of condolence. yester-
day to. ch Bates wife,

[ Pearle PR e Gy ot

In addition to" his wife, lie:
is survived .by .a -daughter,!
Susan; of Baston,’ his mother;
Nora, of Salcm.,and,z;, three
brothers ‘and three.-sis| ‘rs, all
of Massachusétts.,

- 4 .

younger Bates won a spec1a1
‘election to succeed his father,
‘as  Congressman from thg.
‘sixth ~ district of Massachu,
~sett Yo i
i Rep ‘Bates, one of the House
‘members serving as members
of- ‘the - CIA watchdog team,!
Jomed ‘House Armed Services!
‘chairman Rep. ‘L. Mendel Riv-
ers (D-S.C.) in ‘defending the‘
agency when it came: under
ehallenge in 1967.
Respondmg to criticlsm of
the CIA’s infiltration .and
sponsorship of student groups;
Reps. Bates and Rivers issued

a . statement  saylng:vusiiioib
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